appears: "Numeral 12 designates a back cover to prevent dust from attaching to the sensor 
matrix." (Underline by applicant). Since element 12 in Fig. 1 is on the opposite side of the 
card from the lights 10, this means that the lights are in front of the card, and not behind it. 
Further, as there do not appear to be any apertures in "back cover" 12, no light beam 
originating at light source 10 could reach the eye of a user. Also the process described in the 
'337 patent to Yamashita is automated (electronic), so there is no mention of a "user" or any 
"hand-positioned cutter assembly." Applicant has made no claim to the concept of "front 
lighting" a ballot card, such as disclosed by Ahmann in U.S. Pat. No. 3,620,587, Figure 8, 
element 73. 

Applicant feels that the rejection of his claims on the basis of any use of the concept of passing 
light through a card being read electronically is too different from the subject invention, in both 
objective and structure, to be justifiable. 

Nevertheless, applicant wishes to make doubly sure that the subject patent is in condition for 
allowance as soon as possible under its Special Treatment status. Toward that end, applicant 
wishes to make several insertions to the claims that do not narrow the claims unduly. These are 
included in the enclosed amended specification, which withdraws Claims 12 and 14 in 
preference to providing antecedents for them. Claims 13 to 18 are re-numbered, as Claims 12 to 
16. 
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Also enclosed is a clean copy of the entire application, including all changes from the original 
submission plus correction of a couple of typos. I send this in the hope that allowances may now 
be forthcoming. 

Sincerely, 
William Rouverol 

End.: References 5 and 8. 
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Democrats to investigate 
county's voting machines 

By Marc Caputo, Palm Beach Post Staff Writer 
Wednesday, November 29, 2000 

Democrats challenging George W. Bush's 
Florida victory are looking into whether some 
Palm Beach County voting machines kept 
people from having their presidential vote 
recorded. 

Jack Corrigan, an attorney for the Democrats, 
said Tuesday that the party has submitted a 
public records request to the county's elections 
supervisor to find out which machines were 
used at which precincts. 

There are two machines in question': the 
Votomatic and its imitation, the Data Punch. 

A Palm Beach Post computer analysis showed 
that people who voted on the Data Punch 
machines were three times more likely to 
produce a ballot with no vote for president. 

The numbers donl lie," Corrigan said. "We'll 
be investigating this further." 
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At issue is whether the county's 10,31 1 non-votes for president - known as 
"under-votes" - resulted from voter apathy or a technical problem. 

Democrats want a court to force another look at the ballots in question. They 
hope the Data Punch statistics will give them a better chance of persuading 
elections officials to discern marks on these ballots, such as "dimples," to 
see if more votes could be counted for Gore. 

Republicans, however, say ifs another desperate attempt to postpone an 
inevitable Bush victory. 

"What people donl realize is there are thousands of people who didn't want 
to vote for president," said Bush spokesman Tucker Eskew. "Ifs not the 
machines." 

Of ill W c*>nr»A rrto«*^r»_moco.f»A«r»lrt,o«.H»rt,Df»^-Oiii^Ah.rn 

out i, iui owi i K7 icaouii, ilivio poOpio uii uto uaio ruiMi 1 1 laui mi 1^0 uinui&r- — 

voted. 

Some 5,089 people under-voted on the Data Punch; 5,222 on the 
Votomatic. But only one-third of the county's voters used the Data Punch. 

Percentage-wise, the county's under-vote rate was 2.2 percent. The 
Votomatic percentage is 1 .2 percent. The Data Punch, 4.2 percent. 

The machine's manufacturer, Election Data Corp. in Valley Center, Calif., 
said the machines are fine and that the county is responsible for any 
problem with them. The county says that all the machines were tested and 
cleaned at least twice and that any blame for under-voting belongs to the 
voters themselves. 
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